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SUBCOMMITTEE NO. 3 HEARINGS ON H. R. 9738, H. R. 9362, H. R. 
8071, H. R. 7645, AND H. R. 9281 


Hovust or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
SuscomMiTtTrE No. 3, 
Washington, D.C., Thursday, March 20, 1958. 


The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 2 p. m., in room 313, 
Old House Office Building, Hon. Carl T. Durham (chairman), pre- 
siding. 

Mr. Durnam. The committee will come to order. 

The first bill up for consideration is H. R. 9738. Is anybody here 
to testify on that ¢ 

Mr. Keciener. Mr. Tienchen, from the Bureau of Yards and Docks, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Durnam. All right, Mr. Tiencken. Tell us what you think 
of this bill. 

(The bill referred to is as follows :) 


{H. R. 9738, 85th Cong., 2d sess.] 


A BILL To authorize the Secretary of the Navy to convey to the city of Macon, Georgia, 
a parcel of land in the said city of Macon containing five and thirty-nine one hundredths 
acres, more or less 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Navy is 
hereby authorized to convey to the city of Macon, Georgia, at fair market value, 
all right, title, and interest of the United States in and to a parcel of land 
containing five and thirty-nine one-hundredths acres, more or less, situated in 
the said city of Macon, Bibb County, Georgia, metes and boundary description 
of which is on file in the Navy Department, said parcel being a part of a tract of 
some thirteen acres, more or less, title to which was acquired by deed from the 
city of Macon dated October 23, 1943, containing certain conditions of reverter 
to the city of Macon which were removed by subsequent deed from the city of 
Macon and the county of Bibb dated October 18, 1955, the consideration in each 
instance being nominal. 


Mr. Trencxen. Mr. Chairman, this bill is one which will permit 
the Secretary of the Navy to transfer to the city of Macon, Ga., a 
parcel of land containing approximately 5.39 acres which was former- 
ly owned by the city of Macon, and was donated to the Federal Gov- 
ernment during World War IT. 

The property is now excess to the requirements of the Navy. The 
city has expressed an interest in getting it back, and this bill would 
provide authority for the Secretary to dis spose of it to the city of 
Macon at the fair market value, sir 

Mr. Duruam. Is there any re Jaiming clause in this bill, in case of 
emergency ¢ 

Mr. TreENcKEN. No, sir, it isa straight-out conveyance. 

Mr. Price. Is there any facility located on the property ? 
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Mr. TrenckeEn. Yes, sir, Mr. Price. The property is improved with 
four buildings. They were built as housing properties by the Public 
Housing Authority during the war. They ceased to be used for that 
purpose. They were cannibalized and the Navy used them for storage 
for the past several years. They are no longer required for that pur- 
pose, and they really are a detriment to the property. 

_ That is, they depreciate the value of the property rather than 
appreciating it. 

Mr. Kircutn. Is there any appraised value ¢ 

Mr. Trencken. No normal appraisal has been made. The Navy 
has had the property checked by one of its staff appraisers, and we 
determined that it was worth approximately $5,000. 

Mr. Keienrr. I have been led to believe, informally, that it is 
worth $5,000 with the buildings on it, and about $7,500 with the 
buildings off 

Mr. Dunsit: But it was given to the Navy in fee simple by the city 
of Macon? 

Mr. KetienHer. Yes, at no cost. 

Mr. DurHam. Without objection the bill will be reported to the 
full committee. 

Mr. Keiiener. The next bill is H. R. 9362, introduced by Mr. 
Roberts of Alabama. 

Mr. DurHam. We have Mr. Roberts here with us. 

Mr. Kewttener. We also have Mr. Pear] from the Army, Mr. Chair- 


man. 
(The bill referred to is as follows :) 


(H. R. 9362, 85th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To provide for the conveyance of certain real property of the United States to 
Post 924, Veterans of Foreign Wars 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Army is authorized 
and directed to convey to the George N. Meredith Post 924, Veterans of Foreign 
Wars, Anniston, Alabama, all right, title, and interest of the United States in and 
to the real property containing three and five-tenths acres, more or less, more 
particularly described in section 2, upon payment by such post to the United 
States within three years after the date of enactment of this Act of an amount 
equal to the fair market value of such real property as determined by the 
Secretary. Such amount shall be covered into the Treasury of the United States 
as miscellaneous receipts. 

Sec. 2. The real property referred to in the first section of this Act is more 
particularly described as follows: 

All that tract or parcel of land lying and being in the southeast quarter of 
the northwest quarter of section 29, township 15 south, range 8 east, Huntsville 
meridian, Calhoun County, Alabama, more particularly described as follows: 

Beginning at a point which is on the boundary of the reservation of Fort 
McClellan and at boundary marker 59, at the southwest corner of said southeast 
quarter of the northwest quarter of section, thence north 00 degrees 38 minutes 
east along said boundary 430.0 feet, thence north 75 degrees east 185 feet more 
or less to the western right-of-way line of a proposed State highway opposite 
centerline station 26 plus 00 of said highway, thence south 39 degrees 26 minutes 
30 seconds east along said right-of-way line 2438.39 feet to a point opposite the 
P T at centerline station 23 plus 56.61 of said proposed highway, thence south- 
easterly from a tangent bearing of south 39 degrees 26 minutes 30 seconds east 
around a curve to the right with a radius of 1,091.9 feet along said right-of-way 
line an are distance of 345.5 feet more or less to the south line of aforesaid 
southeast quarter of the northwest quarter of section 29, thence north 89 degrees 
14 minutes west along said south line 512.1 feet nrore or less to the point of 
beginning containing 3.5 acres more or less. 


Mr. Durnuam. Mr. Roberts, we are glad to have you with us. 
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Mr. Ropers. Thank you, Mr. Chairman and members of the sub- 
committee. I sincerely appreciate the opportunity of appearing be- 
fore your committee in support of H. R. 9362, a bill to provide for 
the conveyance of certain real property of the United States to Post 
924, Veterans of Foreign Wars, 

This property is located in the southeast quarter of the northwest 
quarter of section 29, township 15 south, range 8 east, Huntsville 
meridian, Calhoun County, Ala. 

This property is a part of a tract of land comprising some 15 acres, 
more or less, which has been declared excess to the needs of the De- 
partment of Defense. However, the Department of the Army has 
granted an easement to the State of Alabama Highway Department 
for some 11.5 acres, more or less, leaving some 3.5 acres of land which 
is desired by the Veterans of Foreign Wars, and as described in H. R. 
9362 

Mr. Chairman, I am deeply interested in the possible conveyance 
of this property to the Veterans of Foreign Wars at a fair market 
value. In this connection, I may point out that the Department of 
the Army, in its report to the committee, indicated that the pro rata 
cost of the 3.5 acres, more or less, and as described in H. R. 9362, is 
estimated at $175, 

Mr. Duruam. Is that agreeable with the post to pay that much 
for it? 

Mr. Rosrrts. Yes, sir. 

It would appear to me that the best interest of the Government 
would be served if the General Services Administration, the agency 
now having jurisdiction over the property, having assumed such 
jurisdiction from the Department of the Army on M: arch 3 3, 1958, was 
clirected to convey the property to the Veterans of Foreign Wars at a 
fair market value. By so doing, the Government would save the cost 
of advertising the property and cut administrative costs incident to 
the disposition of the property by selling to the highest bidder. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I appreciate having had the opportunity of 
appearing before you today and sincerely trust that you may favor- 
ably report this bill out at an early date as I understand, informally, 
the General Services Administration is currently proceeding with the 
normal administrative action toward the disposition of the property 
by advertising. 

Mr. Durnam. This would be a direct transfer with no authority 
to recover ? 

Mr. Roperts. Yes; and I think the 3-year period for payment 
should be stricken, 

Mr. Duruam. Yes; are there any questions? 

Mr. Ke_iener. Would you like to hear from the Army, Mr. Chair- 
man ¢ 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Pearl, would you like to be heard ? 

Mr. Praru. No, Mr. Chairman; it is not necessary. The depart- 
mental report indicates that the property is excess, and we have no 
objection. 

Mr. Keciener. I would like to raise one point. The bill reads “Sec- 
retary of the Army is authorized to convey the property.” The prop- 
erty is actually under the jurisdiction of GSA at this time. This 
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poses no real problem. The Secretary of the Army can convey prop- 
erty of the United States whether it is under his jurisdiction or not. 

I just wish to point that out to the subcommittee. I don’t believe 
there is any requirement for an amendment. 

Mr. Duruam. We checked that last week and found it to be correct. 
I thought the same thing; it would be under the jurisdiction of the 
General Services. 

Mr. Kewiener. But conveyance can be made by any officer of the 
Government. 

Mr. Durnam. The bill will be reported out, as amended. 

Mr. Ketiener. The next bill is H. R. 8071, introduced by Mr. Robe- 
son of Virginia. 

(The bill referred to is as follows :) 


[H. R. 8071, 85th Cong., 1st sess. ] 


A BILL To authorize the Secretary of the Army to convey an easement over certain 

property of the United States located in Princess Anne County, Virginia, known as the 

ort Story Military Reservation, to the Norfolk Southern Railway Company in exchange 
for other lands and easements of said company 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Army is authorized 
under such terms and conditions as he may determine to be in the public interest 
to convey to the Norfolk Southern Railway Company, a Virginia corporation, 
perpetual, assignable easements over those portions of the Fort Story Military 
Reservation, Princess Anne County, Virginia, aggregating 4,285 acres of land, 
more or less, in exchange for the conveyance by said company of fee title to 
11.82 acres of land, more or less, and the relinquishment of an existing perpetual 
easement in, over and upon 9.28 acres of land, more or less, at the locations de- 
lineated on the map entitled “Fort Story, Virginia—General Plan,” Numbered 
44-028-7, dated October 19, 1953, on file in the Office of the Chief of Engineers, 
Washington, District of Colu:bia. 

Sec. 2. The Norfolk Southern Railway Company shall pay a sum of money 
representing, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Army, the amount by which 
the fair market value of the property conveyed to it exceeds the fair market 
value of the rights conveyed by it to the United States. 

Sec. 3. The cost of any surveys necessary as an incident to the exchange 
authorized in section 1 of this Act shall be borne by the Norfolk Southern Rail- 
way Company. 

Sec. 4. Any money received by the Secretary of the Army in connection with 
the exchange authorized in section 1 shall be covered into the Treasury of the 
United States as miscellaneous receipts. 

Mr. Roseson. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate your considering the 
bill at this time. 

The bill provides for exchange of land for the reason that the Nor- 
folk Southern Railroad abandoned its property through Fort Story. 
Norfolk Southern owns in fee simple a portion of its old right-of-way 
through the fort and also owns certain electric power poles and lines 
and other facilities within the fort. 

The power facilities owned by the company are being operated by 
the General Electric & Power Co. which leases same from the railway. 

After negotiation with the United States Army authorities, it was 
agreed to convey the lands within the fort, the right-of-way, to the 
Government in exchange for permanent easement for the electric ight 
and power facilities, and that is the purpose of the bill which is de- 
sired by the Army authorities, and by the railroad, to clear the title. 
It is a land situation. 

Now, in the original] bill in line 8, 4.285 acres, the Army engineers 
I was later advised determined that gave a 10-foot easement for the 
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power lines. It should be 15, and that should be 13.4, so that. figure 
needs to be 13.4 instead of 4.285. 

Now, you will note that bill provides in this exchange that the 
Norfolk Southern shall pay a sum of money representing any differ- 
ence in value may be determined by the Secretary of the Army. 

Mr. DurnHam. What do you mean, Norfolk Southern pays the dif- 
ference? 

Mr. Rosrson. If there is any difference determined by the Secre- 
tury of the Army, they have agreed to pay it. 

Mr. Duriam. How much land is involved ? 

Mr. Ropeson. Well, there is 13.4 acres, and then in the other there 
is 11.82 and 9.28. There are 2 right-of-way considerations, 1 the 

railway right-of-way. 

Mr. Durnam. The Government is giving wp 13.2 acres, and getting 
11.82 acres‘ 

Mr. Roprson. And 9.28 acres. There is a map which shows those 
two rights-of-way. 

Mr. Ketitener. What the Army would convey is 13.4, and the ease- 
ment—— 

Mr. Lanxrorp. There is easement over the 9.28 ? 

Mr. Keviener. That is right. 

Mr. Duruam. You get the easement which has been in effect for 
many years ? 

Mr. Roseson. The Army gets the right-of-way now entitled to the 
railroad which is inside the fort. 

Mr. Duruam. Has the railroad been charging rent to the Army for 
that easement ? 

Mr. Peart. We are paying rent, Mr. Chairman, for only one piece 
of property in here; that is the former railroad station inside of Fort 
Story, and it is being used as an MP office now. We are paying rent 
for the use of that. 

By the same token, the railroad is paying rent for a site on which 
they built a transmitter station, and in this exchange we would 
straighten out these various interests which have been changed physi- 
cally in many instances over the years. 

Mr. Durnam. And do away with all this complicated bookkeeping 
with payments of rent back and forth? 

Mr. Prar. Yes, sir; and there are some instances where the lines 
have been moved by the railroad or by the power company at our re- 
quest in order to make military adjustments, and the title hasn’t been 
changed because we just haven’t caught up with it. 

Mr. DurHam. Does the Army have any objection to this? 

Mr. Peart. No, sir; we are in favor of it. 

Mr. Durnam. Without objection, the bill, as amended, is favor- 
ably reported to the full committee. 

Mr. Ketiener. The next is H. R. 7645, introduced by Mr. Withrow. 

(The bill referred to is as follows :) 


(H. R. 7645, 85th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To provide for the release of restrictions and reservations contained in instrument 
conveying certain land by the United States to the State of Wisconsin 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Administrator of General Services is 
authorized and directed, upon payment to the United States by the State of Wis- 
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consin of the fair market value thereof, to convey, quitclaim or release to the 
State of Wisconsin any right, reservation, restriction or interest reserved to the 
United States in the real property described in section 2 (a) of the Act approved 
July 18, 1956 (70 Stat. 576) providing for conveyance to the State of Wisconsin 
without monetary consideration of certain real property described therein. 

Mr. Wirnrow. Thank you, Mr. Chairman and members of the com- 
mittee. 

H. R. 7645 provides for the conveyance of 6 acres of land from the 
Federal Government to the State of Wisconsin at a fair market value. 
These 6 acres were acquired by the United States in 1912, I believe, for 
$2,000, and they put in the target butts that cost $500. 

Mr. DurHam. Who paid for that, the Government ¢ 

Mr. Wirurow. Yes, they bought the land themselves, then in 1956 
on July 18, they exectited a deed conv eying this property to the State 
of Wisconsin providing it was used for National Guard purposes. It 
always has been, but now the Wisconsin National Guard has rear- 
ranged its program in this area to permit uninterrupted training 
without requiring the use of the 6 acres described in H. R. 7645. 

Mr. Dvuruam. Is that contiguous with the National Guard opera- 
tions ? 

Mr. WirHrow. No. Now they have no need for it. 

We have here a report from Mr. Brucker, Secretary of the Army, 
saying they have no objection, and from the Bureau of the Budget, no 
objections. 

Mr. Duruam. How about the National Guard? Have you got a 
statement from the National Guard of Wisconsin / 

Mr. Wirurow. No, I haven’t a statement here, but I know the Na- 
tional Guard of Wisconsin have no objection. 

Mr. Duruam. I think it would be well to have one before final pas- 
sage. Someone might raise that objection. 

Mr. Wrrnrow. I can get that. I have talked to the adjutant general 
of the State of Wisconsin, Mr. Olson, and I know that I can get it. 

Mr. Durnam. It does meet with National Guard approval ? 

Mr. Wirnrow. Yes, it does. 

Mr. Durnam. Is there any objection from the Army? 

Mr. Peart. As pointed out in the departmental report, Mr. Chair- 
man, the Department of the Army on behalf of the Department of 
Defense is not opposed to the enactment of this measure which would 
authorize the relinquishment of the right, reservation, restriction, or 
interest reserved by the United States, which is that the property be 
used for National Guard purposes, and since there is no further need 
for National Guard use, that shall be relinquished upon payment 
of fair value. 

However, as indicated in our report, the Bureau of the Budget 
stated in clearing this report for submission to the committee, that it 
concurs in the position of the General Services Administration that 
the State should pay the fair market value of the full fee simple title 
to the property, rather than merely of the residual interest of the 
United States, and that is agreeable. 

Mr. Duruam. That is agreeable ? 

Mr. Wirnrow. Yes. 

Mr. Durnam. Then the bill can be amended. 
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Mr. Kertener. If I may read one paragraph from GSA: 


The provisions of H. R. 7645 for the payment by the State of Wisconsin of the 
“fair market value thereof” apparently relates to the fair market value of 
the Government’s residual interest in the property. In view of the brief elapsed 
time since the conveyance was made pursuant to the act of July 18, 1956, the 
State of Wisconsin has had little opportunity to use the property for public 
purposes contemplated by the act. In these circumstances, GSA is opposed 
to the enactment of legislation which would correct the conveyance of this 
property to the State of Wisconsin without payment of the fair market value 
of the full fee simple title to the property at the time the proposed conveyance 
is made. 

Accordingly it is recommended that the bill be amended to insert the words 
“of the fee simple title” between the words “value” and “thereof” in line 5 of 
the bill. 


Mr. Durnam. That is agreeable to you. 

Mr. Wirnrow. That is agreeable; yes. 

Mr. Durwam. Are there any further questions / 

Without objection, the bill, as amended, is favorably reported to the 
full committee. 

Mr. Keviener. The last bill, Mr. Chairman, is H. R. 9281, a depart- 
mental measure. Admiral Peltier, Chief of the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks, is here as the witness. 

(The bill referred to is as follows:) 



























[H. R. 9281, 85th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To change the designation of the Bureau of Yards and Docks to the Bureau of 
Civil Engineering, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That section 5131 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by striking out the words “(7) Bureau of Yards and Docks” 
and inserting the words “(7) Bureau of Civil Engineering” in place thereof. 

Sec. 2. Section 5147 of title 10, United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

“$5147. Bureau of Civil Engineering: Chief; Deputy Chief 

“(a) The Chief of the Bureau of Civil Engineering shall be known as the 
Chief of Civil Engineers. The Chief of Civil Engineers shall be appointed by 
the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, for a term of 
four years, from officers on the active list of the Navy in the Civil Engineer 
Corps who have had at least seven years of active service. 

“(b) The Deputy Chief of the Bureau of Civil Engineering shall be known 
as the Deputy Chief of Civil Engineers. An officer on the active list of the Navy 
in the Civil Engineer Corps may be detailed as Deputy Chief of Civil Engineers.” 

Sec. 3. The analysis of chapter 513, title 10, United States Code is amended 
by striking out the following item: 

“5147. Bureau of Yards and Docks: Chief; Deputy Chief.” 
and inserting in place thereof the following item : 


“5147. Bureau of Civil Engineering: Chief; Deputy Chief.” 














Sec. 4. All laws or parts of laws now in force relating to the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks shall now and hereafter apply to the Bureau of Civil Engineering. 

Mr. Duruam. All right, Admiral. 

Admiral Prrrer. I have a statement I would like to read, Mr. 
Chairman. 

I am Rear Adm. Eugene J. Peltier, United States Navy, Chief of 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks. I appreciate th.s opportunity to 
appear before your committee in furtherance of H. R. 9281, a bill to 
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redesignate the Bureau of Yards and Docks as the Bureau of Civil 
Engineering. 

It is our feeling that the duties and responsibilities of any particu- 
lar bureau should be, as much as possible, implicit in their titles. 
Hence, the proposed legislation is considered to better and more 
adequately express the nature of the current responsibilities of the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

The bureau system for the administration of the Department of the 
Navy was authorized by public law in 1842. The first bureau estab- 
lished under that law was the Navy Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

At that time its title was reasonably descriptive of its mission. The 
duties which the Secretary of the Navy assigned to the Bureau of 
Navy Yards and Docks were set forth in a Navy Department regula- 
tion date November 26, 1842. 

Therein the Bureau was given full responsibility for— 
the Navy Yard proper, the docks and wharves thereof, all buildings therein or 
appertaining thereto, including the magazine and hospital buildings; all ma- 
chinery attached to the yard or ordinarily used in its operations; * * * 


In the period 1862 to 1915, significant changes were made in the 
Bureau’s mission by making the Bureau of Yards and Docks also 
responsible for the planning, design, budgeting, and construction of 
all public works and utilities of the Navy. 

During and after World War II major changes took place in the 
Navy’s Shore Establishment. As a consequence, the technical respon- 
sibility now vested in the Chief, Bureau of Yards and Docks, includes 
the engineering aspects of all land, structures, and facilities in which 
the Navy has interests, both existing and planned. 

In addition to this general technical responsibility, management 
control has been assigned and is being exercised over the design, con- 
struction, and major maintenance of facilities and related equipment 
of the Shore Establishment required as support to the Navy’s fighting 
forces. 

None of these responsibilities are reflected by the title “Yards and 
Docks.” Not only is the title nondescriptive, but it has been the source 
of frequent confusion and misunderstanding on the part of persons 
both within and without the Department of Defense. 

Designation of the Bureau of Yards and Docks as the Bureau of 
Civil Engineering would, therefore, embody recognition of the prin- 
cipal field of technical cognizance with which the Chief of the Bureau 
is associated in the performance of his assigned responsibilities, and 
if authorized can be accomplished with little or no additional cost to 
the Government. 

In the interest of economy it is planned to carry out the modifica- 
tions, if enacted, gradually. Consequently, with the exception of a 
few items such as seals, other items of a costly nature such as sta- 
tionery, technical publications, and the like would reflect the change 
only at such time as it becomes necessary to order replacements. 

In the interest, therefore, of modernization and better description, 
coupled with gradual change to insure economy, I recommend your 
favorable consideration of the bill now before you. If there are any 
questions, we shall be glad to attempt to answer them. 








5925 


Mr. Duruam. I think I agree it would give you more professional 
status. I never have thought the name “Bureau of Yards and Docks” 
was a descriptive name of your bureau. 

Are there any questions ? 

Mr. LankKForD. What would the immediate cost be, do you have any 
idea ¢ 

Admiral Pertier. $30 or $40—I think it might be a little more than 
that because I am sure the seals are $15 to $20 apiece. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. You certainly wouldn't have to come to Congress 
for an additional appropriation ? 

Admiral Pettizr. No, sir, but I think the seals themselves may go 
up as high as $500. It is minor. 

Mr. Durnuam. The author of the bill is here. What do you have 
to say about it ¢ 

Mr. Van Zanpr. My experience with the Navy some years ago con- 
vinced me that the title that this Bureau carriers with it from time 
to time was just not appropriate, and it was not modern in the day and 
age that we are living through, and it was for that reason I made 
inquiry of the Navy Dep: irtment and found a strong sentiment there 
for the change of the name, and it was at their suggestion that my bill 
was constructed to amend the law for the purpose of calling it the 
Civil Engineer Corps 

Admiral Pevrier. The Bureau of Civil Engineering. 

Mr. DurHam. Is there any objection ¢ 

Mr. Price. I have no objection, but I am wondering why did it 
take this long to get around to suggesting the change of the name of 
the Bureau / 

Admiral Prvrrer. Well, there is probably a lot of sentiment with 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks. I think that is one thing that has 
held it back. 

Mr. Kircntn. No sentiment against it now ? 

Admiral Peurrer. I imagine you will find some old people that have 
been in the corps that will probably say we shouldn’t have changed it, 
but I think the consenus generally of the people that are in active 
duty now are for the change. 

Mr. Durnam. Like the old alma mater, you don’t like to see the 
name changed. 

Admiral Perrier. It is like that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. DurHam. There is no serious objection within the Navy De- 
partment that you know of ? 

Admiral Peurier. No, sir. 

Mr. Price. Is this the first time the proposal has been made to make 
the change in name? 

Admiral Pevtirr. So far as I know, this is the first time it was in- 
troduced in the House. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Immediately after World War II, I did write a 
letter to the Navy Department and suggested to them that we should 
change the name, but I didn’t get too much support at that time. I 
might say that. in the Admiralty Islands, in the latter part of World 
War II, we discussed this very subject with some CB commanders, 
and that was the first time in my experience that this subject of change 
came up. 
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When I came back from the service and came back to Congress 
again, we made inquiry by letter, and we didn’t receive too much sup- 
port, so we let the matter drop. 

A couple of years ago—I guess about 18 months ago—in the North- 
west United States I ran into some of the same CB commanders, and 
the subject matter was brought up again, and it resulted in this bill. 

Mr. DurHam. Are there any further questions ? 

Thank you very much, Admiral. 

Without objection the bill is favorably reported to the full com- 
mittee. 

Thank you very much. Thecommittee is adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 2: 30 p. m. the committee was adjourned. ) 
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